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THE ROMAN ROAD, SELSFIELD PLACE TO CLAYTON. 
By S. E. WINBOLT, M.A. 
(Continued from p. 88.) 


The alignment drawn by Captain W. A. Grant between 
these two places, if produced north, passes 300 yards E. of the 
Moat at New Chapel; if produced south, strikes the Shoreham 
road 220 yards E. of the Adur Hotel. As it is direct, we may 
reasonably suppose that the Roman engineers would set out 
their road on this alignment diverging from it only where 
necessary. But the whole route seems to entail no real 
difficulty ; a double crossing of the Shell Brook near Ardingly, 
and a rather awkward diagonal crossing of the valley 
immediately north of Butler’s Green are obstacles hardly 
sufficient to ask for anything but short divergences. Still 
the probabilities are that in this length of route a dead straight 
would not have been maintained, though in reconstructing 
the road the nearer the suggested pieces are to the ideal 
alignment, the more confident we should feel. On Sheet 
xv, NE. (Selsfield to Wakehurst), though the ideal alignment 
is always to the west of the modern road, it would not be 
startling if the Roman road was on its line to some extent. 
Vine seems to me here to be negligible. Sheet xv, SE. 
(Wakehurst to Ardingly College). From Little London 
southward obviously the modern road concerns us nomore. 
The line passes c.290 yards (crowflight) W. of Ardingly Church, 
but there is no evidence beyond what was probably vague 
distance sighting that the road passed close to the church. 
The village, mentioned by some, is nearly 1000 yards away 
E. of the church. 

Sheet xxvi, NW. (Rivers Wood to Penland Wood). Of this 
our authorities say nothing, and the ideal alignment is quite 
possible. 

Sheet xxvi, SW. (Hayward’s Heath, Butler’s Green and 
Holmbush Wood). Over this section the ideal alignment 
maintains a remarkable parallelism with the line (so far as it 
can be made out from their vague statements) indicated by 
Vine, Lysons and others, the latter being consistently about 100 
yards east of the other. They may be closer together, but I 
give what appears to be the greatest distance within which the 
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road should be looked for. It is the crossing of the Cuckfield- 
Hayward’s Heath road near Butler’s Green, one of the more 
definite points given by Vineand others(would that they had told 
us from which point in Cuckfield, say the church, they measured 
their 1} miles and whether it was along the road or as the crow 
flies), that the problem becomes interesting. Here I venture 
to state my preference for the Vine line, and think that a 
divergence was made eastward, so that the direct alignment was 
deserted for aboutamile. The reason for this is quite obvious 
to one who walks over the ground. Coming south the direct 
alignment, for about 650 yards before Butler’s Green, gets 
into difficulties. It has to rise 150 feet in that distance, but 
has to do it by running up a deep and narrow woody N-S. 
gorge with water at the bottom of it. It was not worth while. 
I think the following diversion was made. Down Lucastes 
Avenue a little E. of S., crossing the stream atthe bottom, then 
on to a parallel line W.of S., up the slope diagonally through a 
very likely cutting (where till recently was a public footpath) 
at the back of the last but one house in Lucastes Road, 
gradually crossing the road to the E. side, behind a house 
called The Laurels, across the ground of the new Nurses’ 
Home, along a very likely ridge with remains of ditch on the 
E. side crossing the footpath diagonally and the road 
immediately W. of the end house, over the 300ft. contour 
plateau along the E. side of two fields, past St. Helena’s 
Convalescent Home on the E., and across a bridle road at the 
S. end of some buildings. Here it swings a little more W., 
alonga perfectly arbitrary stretch of parish boundary! through 
the grounds of Bolnore, andrejoinsatthe S. end ofthe grounds 
the ideal alignment, which coincides with the parish boundary 
for c.160 yards along the W. side of Bolnore Wood. This I 
take to be the probable line through Butler’s Green. Sheet 
xxxix, NW. (Holmbush Farm to Hammond’s Place). Here 
the ideal alignment, asdescribed in my second article, meets no 
difficulties, crosses St. John’s Common diagonally and the 
main road just S. of the Brick Works and runs through the 
buildings of Hammond’s Place. Bui it is not coincident 
with Vine’s line. It crosses the Vale bridge mill stream more 
than a furlong W. of Vine’s point (one of the most definite of 
his indications) and it passes 120 yards W. of Freek’s Farm 
House. The two lines (i.e., Vine’s and the ideal) apparently 
cross at Leyland’s Road, Burgess Hill. ‘Thereafter it must be 
supposed that Vine’s line, meeting the London road, changed 


(1) Mr. F. Bentham Stevens warns me that this boundary is quite 
modern; but it is quite possible that this does not invalidate the argument. 








Sussex Notes and Queries 71 


direction and followed it to Hassocks Crossways. It must have 
changed direction again, going N., at Walebridge : otherwise 
it could not have passed by Holmbush Farm House and Butler’s 
Green, which it would leave 1160 yards to the West. There 
is no doubt about the wide discrepancy of the two lines. As 
I have seen the scattered flints as of a road across the middle 
of Holmbush fields on the ideal line, I am not willing to accept 
Vine’s story about flints in the bank of the Vale Mill stream 
without actually seeing them, and this unfortunately I have 
not yet had an opportunity of doing. Even were the flints 
visible, his two changes of direction are utterly puzzling. 
“Last stage of all,’’ and the richest in enigmas, is Sheet xxxix, 
SW. (Clayton Priory to Clayton). After (S. of) Hassocks 
Crossways I believe the ideal alignment would not have been 
followed, but a line taken roughly up the modern road via 
Clayton and down through Preston to near the sea. Common 
sense was all in favour of this divergence. It would pass some 
350 yards to the E. of Coldharbour Farm. And now we have 
to fit in the undoubted piece of Roman road running slightly 
to the W. of N. from Coldharbour Farm to the Hassocks sand 
pit. As described by Mr. Couchman this swings round near 
the Hassocks-Hurst road to a direction a little E. of N. Here 
there is no reliable evidence for the course of a road, but Mr. 
Couchman’s ‘idea is that in a rather sinuous course it went 
through the grounds of Clayton Wickham, through the 
buildings of Wickham Farm and a littletothe W. of Hammond’s 
Mill. For the course beyond this Mr. Couchman is less willing 
to vouch, as it depends only on “ hearsay,” but its probable 
continuation would bring it to the ideal line at about Church 
Road, St. John’s Common. What is the meaning of this loop, 
if it existed ? N. of the Hassocks-Hurst road it seems pointless, 
as it would run for a long distance c.1? miles parallel with the 
ideal line at an average remove of about 650 yards. I do 
not find myself readily acquiescing in Mr. Couchman’s line 
N. of the Hurst road, but picture to myself a rough triangle 
of roads, the bent base of which is the ideal line from Friar’s 
Oak Farm to Hassocks Crossways and thence up the road to 
Clayton. The apex is the point S. of the Hurst Road where 
Couchman marks a change of direction in the road from Cold- 
harbour Farm. ‘Thence to Coldharbour is one side, and thence 
W.of Ham FarmtoFriars’Oak Farmisanother. The Cemetery 
is roughly in the centre of the base. From Coldharbour, 
as I picture it, were roads (i) W. to Seddlescombe, etc., (ii) 
N. to the change-direction point, where a Roman road came 
in from a villa to the west, (iii) SE. a short connection with the 
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Clayton-Preston road, (iv) NE. another short connection with 
the same. In short, I imagine a carfax at Coldharbour, a 
trivium at the sandpit, and a fork at Friars’ Oak Farm for a 
traveller journeying south. Like Major Dunning, I feel that 
this district under Wolstonbury wasaneventfulone. Travelling 
north I should expect near New Chapel to find a bifurcation, 
(i) E. of N. to Bromley and Shooters’ Hill, (ii) W. of N. to 
Godstone, Streatham and Stane Street: also a road or roads 
E. to the mines. Further, I believe a good case could be 
made out fora branch off StaneStreet at Ewell, through Burgh 
Heath, Gatton Park, Red Hill, Burstow, Crawley Down, to 
Selsfield. And, finally, another branch off Stane Street at 
Juniper Hall, Mickleham, NE. via Headley and Tadworth, 
crossing the Godstone-Streatham road near Sanderstead, and 
continuing via Selsdon, Addington and Hayes to strike the 
New Chapel-Bromley road at Bromley Common. These all, 
cf course, rest mainly on general probabilities ; and it is on 
these, at present, and little else, that the Vine-Dunning road 
may fairly be said to rest. 

I regret my conclusions are so negative. Positive assertion 
of the St. John’s Common Roman road, cannot, as Mr. Dunning 
realises, be made unless more visible and tangible evidence is 
forthcoming. This can be had, if at all, only by digging, and 
this, I venture to suggest, on or near the ideal alignment. 

I have another short note to add on this subject with 
reference to investigations recently made NE. of Selsfield. 





HORSHAM CHURCHWARDENS’ ACCOUNT BOOK. 
(Extracts). 
By R. GARRAWAY RICE, F.S.A. 
(continued from p. 45) 
EXTRACTS FROM THE ACCOUNTS. 
1639-40. 
Churchwardens, Mathew White, Richard Clarke and 
John Gratwicke. 








Of Andrew Duke for a seate in the new Gallery ——-—-— j ij 
Of M? Nye for a grave in the Church —-—-—--—_——_ vj viij 
Of M? Robinson for a grave vj® viij4 
Of M* Nash for a grave -— vj® viij4 


Imp® p4 for bread for y¢ Comunions, washing of the Church 
Clothes and writing of the Register, ingrossing of the 
Accompts, for fetching of the wine for the Comunion 
and for oyle for the clocke and chimes y* whole yeare 

———__—_—_—-—_—— xiiij® vj4 
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Paid to Robert Best for makeing the Staires to goe up into the 
pulpitt ——_—___—_—__—_—___— - iiij® 

[See also entries Vol. I, pp. 15 and 16) 
Paid to Henry Fiest for mending houses in y¢ Normandy 




















- joiners —vjS vj 

Spent in our pumey to y® visitacion by us and our Sidemen 
—- ——_—_— —— xvij§ vj4 

Paid for y¢ hire of our Sidesmens horses iiij 
Paid for exchanging of y¢ Comunion Flagon —-———— iiij® x4 
Given to y® Ringers at y® Archdeacons coming ene x 
Given to y* Ringers } ye 5 of November ———————_———_ j8 
Paid for carryeing the Ladder from North Heath and for 
rearing of him - — —_——— itij§ vj! 
Paid to M' Collins for 4 loadeot lienling on —— ij! ilij§ viij4 
Paid to James Michell for healing the Church, the Porch and 
the Gatehouse —————————_——_________ jj. 
Spent by Richard Clarke at Petworth at another Comission 
a ——_____— ij8 vj 
Spent by John Gratwicke by linia oad his Sideman at y® 
Visitacion ——-—_--- — ——— xij§ 
Paid for writing the Register bill and sending of him into y® 
Court ———-—---—--—— ——-- —-——--—— — viry!! 
Itm. apes at Petworth at y® Comission —— an inquiry of 
y® gift of Henry Wickens ———— —--—--- ijs he 

Itm. eos to Ringers the 5th Nov ceier —_--- — --—-- j§ 
Given to a poore Minister —----—-— -—-----_ -..—- j$ 
Spent at y* makeing of our books —-—_-—_-______ ij iiij4 
Paid for mending Tanbridge Clay pers ——___—___—— ij8 vj 


[Planks laid across a running stream at Tend thes in 
Horsham, ‘othe v entries 


Spent by Tho: Eaton, Sideman, at y® Comission ———— j§ vj@ 
Rec. xxvj®, the Legacy of Richard Mihell, deceased, w°® was 
given to a particular poore as by notes given in appeared. 
The monys gathered at y* Comunions given to the poore. 
1640-41. 
Churchwardens, Henry Thayer, Mathew Napper and 
Thomas Eaton. 


Of Henry Grumbridge for a grave in the Church ——— vjé viij4 
Of M? Searle for a grave in the Church —--————__ vj viij4 
Of Widow Willett for a grave in the Church ———-— vj viij4 


Of William Nash for a grave in y® Church —— — vj§ viij4 
Rec. of Michaell Woodgate for a grave in the Church — vj§ viij4 
Imp® paid to Robert readcroft for wine w°® was left to pay 

by the last Churchwardens j! xiiij® viij4 
Spent by Mathew Napper at y® Visitacion —— x8 viij 
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Paid for a booke of Articles j§ vj 
Paid to Wadey the Apparator for caryeing in y® said bills to 
the Court vs 

For a Table of Degrees of Marriage vj 
For 2 books of Common prayer xvj§ 
Paid Jo: Hill for bringing downe y* bookes --- vj 
Paid for bringing y® Ladder from M* Midletons to y¢ Church 
{8 

[See also two entries Vol. I. p. 16) ' 

To y® Apparator for y® boke for a Fast ij® 
For y¢ booke of Cannons viij4 
Paid for a prayer for y* Kings Matie ilij4 
To Arthur Woodgate for a Surplisse Cloth — j! x8 viij4 
Paid for lace for y¢ Surpliss and makeing of him —— vij§ viij4 
Paid for makeing y® step at y* Church gate-—————- ij iiij4@ 
To y® Ringers the 5th of November iiij® 
To 7 Irish and 2 other Travellers in distresse —-——— ij§ vj 


Paid to Willi: Browne for worke in y® Normandy — iij§ iiij4 
Paid for setting on y® hands upon the monument in the 








Chancell vj 
Paid to M? Ravenscroft toward the money & that he had 
disbursed about y® Schole affaires xs 


Paid for making of a Certificate of the names of all the popish 
Recusants in our parish, being thereunto required by a 




















Warrant from Parliamt vj 
Paid Mullford for makeing y® great bell wheele ——— j! 
Paid for bell ropes j! 
To Mt Wakeman for paveing tiles iijs 
For makeing y® Register bill to send to y* Court —-——— ijs 
Paid to Tho: Forman for engrossing the Register and the 

Accompts iiij® 
Spent by James Foyce, Sideman, at the Visitacion vij® 
Paid for the search of Hen: Wickens, his Will —-_————— ij 


Spent at Billingshurst upon y® Comissioners when they sat 

to inquire of y® Legacie given to the poore detained by 

M? Best xjé 
For writing y® Register bill vj 
Rec. of M' Best, 408, a legacy given by Henry Wickens, also 
received 408 the gift of Widow Avenell, also 268 84 the 
gift of Rich: Michaell, w°" summes of money were given 
to the poore. The money gathered at y¢ Comunions given 
likewise to y® poore. 








(To be continued). 
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JANE SHIRLEY. 
By BRIG.-GEN. FANE LAMBARDE, F.S.A. 

The Shirleys of Sussex were descended from the marriage 
of Ralph Shirley and his second wife, Margaret, daughter of 
Sir John Blount. By his first wife, Margaret Staunton, he 
had had a son, John, who died in May 1486. Of this John 
Shirley’s numerous family, a daughter, Jane, married Richard 
Kniveton of Bradley in Derbyshire. Curiously enough, Richard 
Kniveton could claim descent from th same stock as his wife. 
For an ancester of his had, it seems, married the heiress of the 
Grendons, who brought him Bradley.' And Bradley had 
been confirmed to her ancester William, son of Serlo de Grendon 
and his wife, who was a daughter of Fulcher, and sister of the 
Shirley of Eatington who was ancester of Jane. (See 
Stemmata Shirleiana p.2 and Appendix xv, p.349. Andalso 
see Dugdale’s Warwickshire 2nd. Edition II. 1ror). 








“ 
a 


a 





Shields in Faulkbourne Church, Essex. 


In the north east corner of the Sanctuary of Faulkbourne 
Church in Essex lies the lower half of a ledger stone, beneath 
which, presumably, rest the remains of Richard Kniveton, 
or his wife Jane Shirley ; or, perhaps, both. The Stone which 
marks the sepulchre has been ruthlessly treated, the upper half 
having been broken off to admit of the erection of a subsequent 
memorial. With it has disappeared the brass inscription 
plate: which may have been surmounted by a figure or 
figures in brass ; as it certainly was by two Heraldic Achieve- 
ments. The two shields in base fortunately remain: and 
form a very interesting clue to the correct attribution of the 
monument. They are in splendid condition: as are other 
very interesting brasses in this Church: a condition which is, 
possibly, only equalled in Sussex by those at Ardingly. These 

(1) Probably Isabel, a widow, to whom, in 1331, her sister Agnes 


released her right in the Manor of Bradley: which Isabel married 
William de Kniveton. 
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two shields are illustrated, in the order in which they lie, from 
rubbings kindly supplied by Mr. Mill Stephenson, F.S.A. 
They form what, in its original condition, would have been 
Numbers 3 and 4 shields of the composition. It is fairly safe 
to assume that Numbers I and 2 would have been as 4 and 3 
respectively. The whole thus forming the normal composition 
of one or two figures with an inscription below them, and, at 
each corner,ashieldofArms. Now, Richard Kniveton married 
again after the death of his first wife, Jane Shirley. And so— 
hadthememorial been intended to include himself—we should 
have expected that the second marriage would have been 
heraldically recorded. If that had been so, it would certainly 
have appeared in Numbers 3 or 4. This not being the case 
leaves us with the probability that this is the memorial and 
burial place of Jane alone. 
The Arms are :— 
No. 3. Paly or and azurea quarter ermine SHIRLEY 
No. 4. Quarterly of four 
1 & 4. Gules a chevron vairy argent and Sable 
KNIVETON 
2 and 3. Argent a chevron reversed Gules 
GRENDON 
Additional interest accrues from the fact that in the Chancel 
of Kniveton Church in Derbyshire is a quartered Coat of 
Arms. Ofthis, Dr. Charles Cox, in his ‘‘ Derbyshire Churches’”’ 
II, 508, in describing Kniveton Church, says :— 
“‘ Tn the south window of the Chancel is a quartered Coat 
of Arms of old Glass, but it seems as if it had been put 
together in a clumsy way, probably at the time of the re- 
pewing. The ist and 4th divisions of the escucheon are :— 
“‘ Argent a chevron Gules,”’ but the chevron is reversed ; 
the 2nd and 3rd divisions are: ‘‘ Gules a chevron Vairy 
Argent and Sable.’’ The first of these Coats was borne 
by several families, Acton of Cheshire, Barlow, Bolton, 
etc.: and the second are the arms borne by the baronets 
of the Kniveton family 
When Bassano was here, circa 1 ‘1710, he noted ‘Christ. on 
the Cross in the centre of the East window, with the 
Virgin Mary and Mary Magdalen in the side lights. The 
escucheon just mentioned, was then below the Crucifix.” 
Cox also makes a note that this escucheon was probably 
intended for the quartered coat of Kniveton and Grey—Sir 
Gilbert Kniveton, the first Baronet, having married Mary, 
daughter and coheir of Andrew Grey of Hertford and Essex. 
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That Cox was wrong in his conjectures is proved by this 
monument at Faulkbourne: and the glass itself is probably 
considerably older than he imagined. It may be that the glass 
has been inserted the wrong way round : and if such is the case 
it is exactly the same as the quartered coat of Kniveton and 
Grendon illustrated. But even if not, it is quite in accordance 
with medizval custom that emphasis should be laid upon the 
territorial significance of Arms, by giving the premier position 
in the achievement to the Arms of the heiress of the estate : 
in this case Grendon, the heiress of the Bradley estate. 
The connection of Jane with the locality is not clear. Her 
husband’s kinsman had married a Montgomery: and the 
Lords of the Manor of Faulkbourne were of that name. But 
heraldic evidence denies that they were close blood relations. 
The Arms of Kniveton and Shirley were noticed by Elias 
Ashmole as being in Ashbourne Church in 1662: where the 
Knivetons had endowed a chantry in about 1393 (see Cox’s 
Derbyshire Churches, Il, 393). At the same reference, Cox 
states that in a window of the south transept of this Church are 
“The Arms of Earl Warren—checky or and azure on a canton 
gules a lion rampant argent—which have been reversed by the 
ignorance of the glazier.’’ Presumably he means that the 
canton appears in the sinister quarter. But was the glazier 
to blame? Are these not the debateable arms of Lewes ? 





MONASTIC PAVING TILES. 
By ARTHUR PONSONBY, M.P. 

In rather infrequent intervals of leisure I am engaged in the 
study of monastic paving tiles. The subject is one which has 
been very little explored. Except for the books of J. G. 
Nichols and Henry Shaw which are both over 60 years old and 
Emile Amé’s admirable work published in 1859 there are only 
about a dozen papers in the collections of archeological 
societies describing local discoveries of tiles and enlarging very 
often on the heraldic devices impressed on tiles in memory of 
founders and benefactors. 

To deal comprehensively with the whole subject would be 
manifestly impossible except with a life time of research work. 
My object istostudy from onesmall centre the methods adopted 
by the monastic tilewrights and to tracethe intercourse between 
religious houses in tile distribution. Having found fragments 
of some thirty-six different varieties of patterned tiles which 
I have j;been able to reconstruct completely in drawings, 
(not to speak of a large number of plain glazed tiles of 
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varying-make) on the site of the Priory buildings of Shulbrede 
(Lynchmere), I have been able to discover twelve religious 
houses, two cathedrals, seven churches and nine museums where 
some identical tiles exist in Sussex, Surrey, Kent, Hampshire, 
Wiltshire and London. It may therefore be possible in time 
with further research todrawsome conclusions which may be of 
value. Similarity of design is of course common enough. 
There must be, for instance, hundreds of variations of the 
fleur-de-lys. Obvious copies are worth noting but absolutely 
identical patterns are the means of showing close intercourse 
between certain monastic establishments. It is necessary to see 
the back of a tile in order to examine the texture of the clay 
and the keys and other marks which are useful indications of its 
provenance. 

Quite recently I have been encouraged and assisted in this 
study by the chance discovery (about a hundred yards to the 
north from the site of the Church) of the local Shulbrede tile 
kiln. Although greatly damaged the burned clay floor, the 
vitrified stone walls and part of the brick arch work remain 
surrounded by banks of clay, a large quantity of roof tiles, 
with a number of broken floor tiles and wasters buried deep in 
the surrounding ground. The only monastic floor tile kilns 
so far discovered in England are, I think, those at Chertsey, 
Malvern, Halesowen, Dale, Repton, Farringdon Street, 
Nottingham, Droitwich, and near Great Saredon in Stafford- 
shire. The discovery of this kiln therefore is not unimportant. 
It will show me the tiles which are of undoubted local origin 
and this will give me firm ground from which to make further 
speculations. So far I have only come on tiles of three patterns 
in the kiln, which still leaves me about 33 to account for. 

As an example of the sort of problem I am trying to unravel 
I may explain that there is a large group of tiles of one make 
which occur in considerable numbers in the district, not only 
at Shulbrede Priory but at Durford Abbey, Titchfield Abbey, 
and Selborne Priory and in smaller numbers at Winchester 
Cathedral, St. Cross, Netley Abbey, Lewes Priory and in the 
parish churches of Warblington, West Harting, Buriton and 
Kingsclere. What centre they came from where the kiln of 
their origin was situated I have as yet failed to discover. ‘Their 
distinguishing mark consists of 5 round deep depressions or 
keys at the back. 

I should be very glad to receive assistance in the way of 
suggestions or information with regard to monastic paving tiles 
or kilns from any readers of Sussex Notes and Queries who 
may be interested in the subject. 
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ST. MICHAEL’S CHURCH, UPMARDEN. 
SUSSEX CHURCH PLANS, No. II. 

There are four Mardens lying between Chichester and 
Petersfield, North, East, West and Up-Marden. Of these the 
last named has a very perfect little 13th century church, 
dedicated to St. Michael. It has been for some time disused, 
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its parishioners being served by the neighbouring church of 
Compton, and the old building fell into grievous disrepair and 
was partly unroofed. Through the generosity of Sir Harold 
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Reckitt, Bt., who lives at Littlegreen close by, it has been 
carefully repaired and protected from the weather. 

It consists of a nave of three roof bays, a chancel and a west 
tower, the last named being perhaps a few years later than the 
nave, since the west door has evidence of having been once in 
external use.! The whole building is complete except the rear 
arch of the East window and the external buttresses which are 
not in their original state. At one time the chancel arch had 
shown symptoms of failure and (perhaps in the 16th century) 
a crutch of masonry was inserted beneath it, making a straight- 
sided triangular opening. This curious feature was long 
mistaken for a possible pre-conquest survival and is so referred 
to in the VictoriaCounty History (Vol. ti. p.365). The church 
however, is all of one date, the 13th century chancel arch is 
now quite clearly marked, and an interesting point is revealed 
in the fact that the ‘‘ crutch’ has apparently been built upon 
the remains of a stone screen across the chancel opening, for 
the stop to the arch chamfer can be traced above the level of 
the existing plinth. The nave altars no doubt stood against 
the screen, and the piscina belonging to one of them is preserved 
in the north wall. The tie beams and wall plates of the chancel 
are original and the latter have nail-head ornament carved 
upon them. There is an old circular font (probably of the 
same date as the church) and three 17th century bells. 

It may be of interest to record that Littlegreen, which 
succeeded an older house, was built at the end of the 18th 
century and the grounds were laid out by Repton. A MS. 
book at the house contains a full account of the work with 


Repton’s designs and water colour sketches. 
W.H.G. 





NOTES. 


NEOLITHIC ROAD, BOW HILL.—It is not often possible 
positively to identify a road that was in use in or before the 
neolithic period, but it seems that there is a case in point on 
the SE. nose of Bow Hill, near Chichester, where a very 
definite and slightly hollowed trackway iscompletely interrupted 
by the workings of a group of flint-mines, the former being 
traceable for some distance both to NW. and SE. of the mines. 

The pits, it is true, have not been definitely proved by 
excavation to be mine-shafts, but this diagnosis, put forward 


(1) We are indebted to Mr. W. D. Peckham for pointing this out, 
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by Mr. Allcroft in S.A.C. lviii. 89, can scarcely be doubted by 
those who are familiar with the surface appearance of flint- 
mines elsewhere, and especially of the proved examples on 
Stoke Down, only a mile to the SE., excavated by Major Wade 
inIgt0. The presence or absence of surface flintsis no criterion. 

It does not seem possible to escape the conclusion that we 
have here a specimen of a trackway which went out of use 
sometime during the neolithic period. ‘This discovery is 
interesting in view of the less definite example near Tolmere 
Pond, Findon, described in S.N.Q. I, 168-9, where an older 
variant of the ‘‘ Drove Road ”’ running down the ridge from 
Highden Hill to Clapham Woods is interrupted by prehistoric 
workings. 

E. CECIL CURWEN. 


THE LAVANT CAVES, CHICHESTER.—in S.A.C. lviii, 71, 
Mr. Allcroft puts forward among other views the suggestion 
that the so-called Lavant Caves may originally have been 
flint-mines. In view of recent experience of flint-mines in 
Sussex this suggestion seems to be particularly convincing. 
The ground is pocked with hollows suggestive of filled up shafts, 
and the plan and description of the galleries answers very well 
to that of known mines elsewhere. Their small depth under 
the surface can be parallelled by the galleries opened at Harrow 
Hill by Mr. H. C. Collyer (S.A.C. Ixiii, 31). In addition, 
objects found in the lowest stratum of the chalk debris covering 
the floor of the caves included part of a red deer’s antler, a 
chalk cup or so-called miner’s lamp and a few worked flints 
(S.A.C. lviii. 71), all of which can be parallelled in the mines of 
Cissbury and elsewhere, though worked flints are never common 
in the galleries of mines. 

On the north side of the area is a much larger excavation 
in the form of a chalk quarry, now completely overgrown with 
grass. The accidental discovery of the galleries by quarrying 
in Roman and later times would account very reasonably 
for the presence in the caves of Roman objects and the seals 
of sixteenth century wool-packs. 

These considerations make me feel practically certain that 
the ‘‘caves’’ were flint-mines, similar to those atthe other 
two neighbouring sites of Stoke Down and Bow Hill, and that 
none of the alternative theories quoted by Mr. Allcroft (oc. 
cit.) will meet the case at all. 

E. CECIL CURWEN. 
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COURTS, HALLMOTES, VIEWS OF FRANKPLEDGE 
AND HUNDREDS OF THE BISHOP OF CHICHESTER.— 
CHICHESTER. Great Court of the Palace, to which come 

tenants by homage, every three weeks. 

CacHAM. Hallmote, every three weeks. To this manor 
belongs the free Court of Eldenore, every three weeks. 
SELSEY. Hallmote, every three weeks. To this manor 

belongs the free court of Huth, every three weeks. 

SIDLESHAM. Hallmote, every three weeks. To this manor 
belongs the free Court of Newehauene, every three weeks. 

MANEWODE HUNDRED, every three weeks. There are nine 
tythings, Selsey, Braclesham, Westwyghtryng, Estwyghtryng 
Throghlode, Bridham, Almodytone, Sidleshm and 
Somerleghe. Here presentments are made as to the assize 
of breadand ale. There are three law-days of the Hundred 
(laghundreda), Friday after Michaelmas, Friday after St. 
Hilary and Friday after Hokeday. 

ALDYNGBOURNE. Hallmote, every three weeks. There are 
seven tythings (capitalia), Aldyngbourne, Gate, Lhudesey, 
these make presentments as to the assize of bread and ale, 
Ouyng, Ertham, Coleworth and Vpwaltham, these four do 
nothing but suit. Two views of frankpledge, by summons. 

AMBERLE. Hallmote, every three weeks. There are four 
homages, Amberle, Ashfold, Waltham and Hoghton. Two 
views of frankpledge, by summons. 

FERRYNG. Hallmote, every three weeks. There are two 
homages, Ferryng and Fure. ‘Two views of frankpledge, by 
summons. 

DuRYNGWYK. Court, every three weeks. To this manor 
belongs the Court of Chutelbem, every three weeks. 

STRATHAM. Hallmote, every three weeks. 

TYPPENOK. Hundred, every three weeks. There are six 
tythings, Busshoppeshurst, Blaxton, Orham, Bokewyssh, 
Chestham and Intendyng. Here presentments are made as 
to the assize of bread and ale. There are three law-days of 
the Hundred, Monday after Michaelmas, Monday after 
Twelfth Day and Monday after Hockday. 

PRESTONE. Hallmote, every three weeks. Two views of 
frankpledge, on summons. There are three tythings, 
Preston, Houue and Vpwyk. 

BUSSHOPPESTONE. Hallmote, every three weeks. ‘Two views 
of frankpledge, on summons. There are five tythings, 
Bussh’, Nortone, Denton, Yeueryngton and Hethfeld. To 
this manor belongs the View of frankpledge of Lytlyngton, 
twice a year, on summons, one tything. 
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LEWES. To this manor [Bishopstone] also belongs the free 
Court of the Bishop’s tenants in Lewes, in the parish of All 
Saints, every three weeks. 

BIXLE. Court, every three weeks. ‘Two views of frankpledge, 
on summons. There are three tythings, Westborgh, 
Middelborgh and Estborgh. 

TIRESHERSCH. Court, every three weeks, belonging to the 
manor of Busshoppestone. 

This is translated from Chichester Episcopal MSS. Lib. A., 
f.5r. To judge from the handwriting it dates from the time of 
William Rede (1368-1385). 

The two words Curia and Halimotum are carefully dis- 
tinguished throughout, and the normal implication of curia 
is that it is an assembly of freeholders. It will be noted that 
Bexhill has a Court, not a Hallmote ; this and the absence of 
any Custumal among the Bishop’s MSS. suggests at first sight 
that there were no villeins there. ‘There were, however; the 
1379 Rental! enumerates freeholders and also customary 
tenants of the fees of Somery, of Heryngaud and of the Bishop. 
But whereas the other Rentals of that series are described as 
drawn up in Hallmotes, the Bexhill one was drawn up in Court, 
March 24th, 1378-9. Evidently there was something unusual 
in the status of the tenants. 

Intendyng? appears again among the tythings of Typenoak 
Hundred ; but in a Survey of the Manor of Streatham of 
January 26, 1552 [-3]° it appears as Intething. 

The Thorglode tything of Manwood Hundred seems quite 
lost as a place-name ; the list of tythings given by Dallaway,‘ 
probably from a Hundred Roll of the early nineteenth century, 
calls it Thurlwood, but this does not necessarily imply that the 
tything still corresponded with any geographical entity. 

W. D. PECKHAM. 


A WEST SUSSEX ‘‘ LAMENTABLE COMPLAINT.’’—The 
following extract from the records of the Court of Requests 
(Bundle 84, No. 26) is typical of the cases brought before that 
Court, which had jurisdiction to give equitable relief in cases 
where the enforcement of the Common Law would produce 
hardship. It was especially a poor man’s court, to afford him 
protection from oppression. ‘The proceedings were commenced 
by Petition to the Crown. 

(1) Liber C. f. 147 r. 

(2) S.N.Q. i. 249. 

(3) Chichester Episcopal MSS. Compotus f. 60 v. 

(4) Vol. iii. p.4. 
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THE PETITION. 
“To the Quenes most excellent Majestie our most gracious 
Sovereigne Ladye.” 

“‘ Most lamentably complayninge sheweth and complaynethe 
unto yr Hygnes yr Hygnes’ moste humble subiecte and dayly 
suppliante Raffe Chaundler of the Pish of Esteborne [i.e. 
Easebourne, near Midhurst] in the Countye of Sussex husband- 
man.” 

The petition then states that Myles Heies of Estewardlame 
in the county of Southhants, gent., did by his deed indented 
let to the suppliant ‘‘ one messuage called & knowen by the 
name of Fynings a gardyne a Barne and certaine landes 
meaddowes leasures & pastures and fedinges with their 
appurtenances in the parish of Esteborne, which the said 
Myles Heies purchased and hadd of one Jhon Atlonde als 
Lune,” from Michaelmas then next ensuing for Io years. 

The suppliant covenanted to pay yearly to Jhon Atlonde 
als Lune ‘‘ 20 bushells of Rie and 20 busshells of Barley Malte 
good sweet and marchaunteable to be payd in manner following 
2 bushells of Rie & 2 Bushells of Malte every monethe in the 
said yeares, the firste to begin in Marche & to continue so far 
as the 20 bushels shall extend.’’ He also stood bound to the 
said Miles Heies for performance of the covenant in a great 
sum of money. He had well and truly paid the said Rye & 
Malt yearly until the 23rd of July then last past. 

The Complainant proceeds :—‘‘ John Atlonde als Lune 
practisynge & conspiring with the sd Mylis Heies by summe 
subtyll & crafty devise and shiftie to cause yr hignes’ said 
suppliant to forfeitt his sd obligation .. .. . pleading & 
earnestly protestinge that he was utterly destitute of any 
manner of corne or grayne to fynde hym his wyffe & children 
and altogether without money to provide the same & did make 
great lamentations & very piteous mone unto yr hignes’ sd 
suppliant therefore moste earnestly makinge intercession unto 
yr highes’ sd suppliante to relyve his necessitie at that tyme 
& to helpe hyme with the paiement of the 2 bushells of Rie 
& 2 bushells of Malte which should next follow to be due 
beforehande. Whereuppon yr hignes’ sd suppliante taking 
compassion and pithe of the wante of the sd Jhon Atlonde als 
Lune in that respecte and beyng verry willynge to helpe and 
releive the same in as muche as in hyme did lye, Did saie unto 
the sd Jhon Atlonde als Lune that he was content to helpe hime 
at his neade and to paie unto hyme the sd 2 bush. of Rie & 
2 bush. of Malt which should be nexte due unto him so that he 
moughte doo the same without danger the which he feared he 
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could nott for that he thought the laste monethe in the which he 
paid the other 2 bush. of Rie & 2 bushells of Malte not to be 
fully expired and that the next monethe wherein the sd 2 
bushells of rie & 2 bushells of malte should‘be next paide was 
not then come or begonne whereunto the sd Jhon Atlonde 
answered and affirmed very precisely that the sd monethe for 
the which the sd 2 bushells of Rie and 2 bushells of Malte were 
then last paid were fully ended & the newe monethe wherein 
the next paiement of the sd 2 bushells of Rie & 2 Bushells of 
Malte shold then next be due was then begune & comme. 
And did nevertheless then most earnestly promise & protestethat 
if the sd new monethe were not then begune as he said it was 
yet should he the sd Complaynente receve no hurte losse 

. if he should then pay the 2 bushells of rie & 2 bushells 
of malte.”’ 

He paid the said corn on the 23rd July & had kept his 
covenant, &c. 

“Yet the sd Miles Heies & Jhon Atlonde intendinge moste 
unjustly & moste unconscionably to vexe & moleste yr hignes’ 
sd suppliant have threatened to suehim by the common law for 
the forfeiture of the said obligation & breach of covenant.” 

“Your Hygnes sd suppliant is not onely so poore that he is 
not able to stande in tryall with the sd Miles Heies beinge a 
gentleman of good wealthe & countenance & by the common 
law he is not able to defend the rigor of the common law.”’ 


The Answer of the defendants says that the corn paid on 
July 23rd was for the month of July, and complainant refused 
to pay any for August. 

The Rejoinder of the complainant repeats and avers the 
original complaint. The corn paidon July 23rd wasfor August. 

Evidence was taken at Westminster, on the 25th May, 21 
Eliz. (1578) onthe part of the Complainant (Bundle 120, No. 16.) 

Johan Caplyn, wife of William Caplyn of Lodsworthe, co. 
Sussex, husbandman, aged 30 years, says :—‘‘ She knows the 
complainant used to pay 2 bushels of Rie and 2 bushels of 
Malt to the said John Atlonde by wherefore she knoweth not.”’ 

Chrystoffer Willott, of Lodsworthe, co. Sussex, Miller, 
aged 40 years, says :— 

‘“‘ The said Lune did come unto the Myll unto this deponent 
and said unto hym, my tenant Raffe Chaundler hathe lett me 
have corne and malte beforehand and nowe he will let me have 
no more until my tyme come again, I pray you therefore lend 
me a pecke of Malte and I will pay you money for it.”’ 

The result of the suit does not appear. 








86 Sussex Notes and Queries 


A WARNHAM FARMER’S GOODS, 1670.— 
A TRvuE INVENTORY of all the goods and chattells of 
George Worsfold of Warnham in the County of Sussex 
husbandman late deceased the Sixteenth day of June, 
in the yeare of our Lord Christ One thousand Six hundred 
and Seaventy Praysed and prised by Thomas Boorer of 
Warneham and Henry Clowser of the same. 
InpRMIs his Apparrell and money in his Purse —-—-—-—_ xx 
Item in the Hall One Cubboard one Iron dripping pan T'woe 
spitts one payre of small andirons. Three latten dripping 
panis twoe payre of pothangers One fleshooke — 
xviiiS viiid 
ITEM Twoe smoothing Irons one brasse spoone shredding 
knife One skimmer One warming pan. —— iii ii4 
IrEM one brasse skillett one belbrass skillett twoe little brasse 
skillettes Chafing dish one Cleaver Six Earthen dishes 
1x§ 
IrEM in the Kitchen Chamber one Bedsteddle one feather bed 
twoefeather boulsters one Coverlett cne blankett onetrundle 
bedsteddle one feather bed belonging to it one boulster 
three feather pillowes one Coverlett one blankett one feather 
bed more three coverletts one blankett one Carpett and 
an old feather boulster one payre of fine Tyer sheetes and a 
payre of pillowberes twoe payre of flaxen sheetes and Twoe 
payre of pillowberes fower flaxen sheetes and Twoe payre 
bed more three coverletts one blankett one Carpett and 
an old feather boulster one payre of fine Tyer sheetes and 
a payre of pillowberes twoe payre of flaxen sheetes and 
Twoe payre of pillowberes fower flaxen Table clothes twoe 
syde board clothes one dozen and a halfe of Napkins 
ffive payre of Towen sheetes one joyned Chest and playne 
Chest Three Saxs and a chayre and Twoe oasthayres 
and three shales and other lumber in that Roome 
xviii! xiii§ vit 
IrEM in the Bakehouse One dresser board One bunting hutch 
One leathern sacke One payre of blades with an Iron beame 
and other old lumber in the same Roome —— xv8 
ITEM in the Cheesehouse Twoe Cheese presses One vate Twoe 
Tubbs One Charne letell ceter One croscarse sawe and 
other lumber in the same troome —— — i! xi8 viii4 
ItEM in the Kitchen Three Iron pottes Twoe Iron kettles 
one dozen of milke Truggs Twoe brasse kettles One old 
brasse kettle One Payre gridgirons and other old lumber 
iii! x® 
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ITEM in the Parlor One Table Two formes Six joyned stooles 
benches One Cubboard Chayre Table and three Chayres 


Six bench cushions and other things —--—————iii! iii§ 
ITEM in the Parlor Chamber One bedsteddle One joyned Chest 
and a playne Chest ii! i8 





ItEM in the Chamber over the Buttery One Bedsteddle and 
flocke bed boulster and matt One plaine Chest Twoe 
Chayres One Tubb One forme and other things lumber 

i! xviii® vit 

ITEM in the Buttery Fower dozen of Trenchers One barrell 
Five kilderkins Twoe firkins powdring trough Twoe 














keelers One Tubb ii! {8- 
Item for a Certayne of old pewter i! xvi 
ITEM in the milke houses Six Shelves vis 


ITEM dozen and a halfe of spoones and fower fruite dishes One 
Iron morter and pestle One Mustard boule One halfe 














bushell One Pecke one Gallon x8 vid 
Item the husbandry Tooles xv8 
ITEM one Grinding stone iii® 
ItEmM Two Cowes vi! 
ITEM in money owing of him i! iiii® 





TOTAL Is f *viii' 
Thomas Boorer 


Henry Clowser } Appraysots 


COCKING FEET OF FINES, 1509-1759.—The Sussex Record 
Society have printed all the Sussex Feet of Fines from A.D. 
1190 to 1509 in their Vols. ii, vii and xxiii, and Fines relating 
to Sussex Manors and Advowsons from 1509 to 1833 in Vols. 
xix and xx. The following references to Cocking in the Index 
Finium for Sussex at the Public Record Office, London, from 
1509 to 1759 do not come within either of the above series. 


Michs. 33 Hen. VIII (1541). Richard Melersh v William 
Holehurst als. Holost and Margaret his wife (Midhurst, 
Singleton & Cockynge). 

East. 3-4 Ph. & M. (1557). James Pycas and Katherine v 
Peter Ruff. (Singleton and Cocking). 

East. 41 Eliz. (1599). Richard Challyn v Wm. Floyd als 
Lloyd and Rich. Swayne. (Heyshot and Cocking). 
Trin. 4 Jas. I (1606). Wm. Todman v Rich. Tregose and 

Johanna, and Thomas Heather and Margaret. (Cockynge) 

Hilary 5 Jas. I (1607). John Saunders v Thos. Bowyer and 

Anne. (Cocking). 
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Easter, 9 Jas. I (1611). Peregrin Pelham and Cecilia v George 
Upton. (Cocking). 

Michs. 11 Jas. I (1613). Hugh Buckner and Anna v Peregryne 
Pelham and Cecilia (Cocking). 

Michs. 8 Chas. I (1632). Thos. Hartley v John Fullicke and 
Agnes, and Alice Cooke, spinster. (Cocking). 

Trin. 10 Chas. I (1634). John Tribe senior and Ant. White 
v Richard Challen junior. (Cockinge and Hayshott). 

Trin. 10 Chas. I (1634). Richard Challen junr. and Mary v 
Thos. Hartley and Agnes. (Cockinge). 

Trin. 22 Chas. I (1646). .Thos. Wakeford senr. and Wm. 
Challen v Thos. Wakeford junr. and Margaret, John 
Saunders and Mary. (Heyshott & Cocking). 

Trin. 22 Chas. I (1646). Stephen Challen and Samuel Broman 
v Richard Challen and Mary, Rich. Shephard and Johanna 
(Cocking and Midhurst). 

Easter, 1651. William Andrewe v William Aylwyn and 
Jotosam and Robert Alywyn. (Cocking). 

Easter, 1655. Thos. Wady and Wm. Warburton v T. Booker, 
John Bull and Mary. (Cocking and Midhurst). 

Michs., 1657. Rich. Garrett, clerk, and Ant. White v Richard 
Challen. (Cocking and Heyshott). 

Michs. 16 Chas. II (1666). Gilbert Hannam v Thos. Wade 
senr. and Mary, Thos. Wade junr. (Cocking). 

Trin. 35 Chas. II (1683). William Challen and Jane Austen 
v Rich. Challen and Johanna. (Cocking and Heyshott). 

East. 4 Anne (1705). Thos. Greenfield v Thos. Bridger and 
Mary (Cocking). 

Hilary, 1 Geo. II (1727). William Yalden v William West 
and Margaret. (Cocking). 

Hilary, 9 Geo. II (1735). John Challen junr. v Rich. Ewen 
and Mary, Rich. Challen (Cocking). 

Hilary, 17 Geo. II (1743). Samuel Dunston and Thomas Gace 
v Rich. Bridgman and Mary, Peter Morris and Mary. 
(Seaford and Cocking). 

East. 20 Geo. II (1747). Robert Alberry v Henry Baxter and 
Constance (Cocking). 

Hilary, 29 Geo. II (1756). Edward Stent v Thos. Woods and 
Joan (Cocking). 

After 32 Geo. II (1759) the Index Finium does not 
mention the place names. 

Several of the above surnames will be found in my trans- 
cription of Cocking parish register 1558-1837 published last 
Christmas. 

W. H. CHALLEN. 
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SOUTH MALLING CHURCH.—The little Church of St. 
Michael, South Malling has been celebrating this year the 
tercentenary of its erection. The number of churches built 
in the century following the Reformation is verv small, and 
such buildings have therefore a special interest. It is of course 
well known that John Stansfield, the maternal grandfather of 
John Evelyn, the diarist, was the prime mover in re-building 
the church, and Evelyn records that he himself laid one of the 
first stones at the mature age of 8 years! The church is not so 
elaborate as that at Groombridge (which was built in 1625), and 
its old windows have been removed in a recent restoration. 
The tower arch is of 14th century material, either re-used or 
possibly a fragment i situ of the buildings of the dissolved 
College of South Malling. The architectural history of this 
ancient foundation still awaits investigation. The (second) 
church of the College, built by Archbishop Theobald in 1158, 
was also dedicated to St. Michael. 

W.HG. 


“ SINDER ” AND “ CINDER.”’—In Vol. I, No. 8 of Sussex 
Notes and Queries at p.262 there is a reference to clay or 
“ sinder ’’ being used to repair the bay of Hedgecourt Mill Pond, 
which although quite near East Grinstead is actually over the 
Surrey border and in the parish of Horne. 

The spelling ‘‘ sinder’”’ interested me because I knew that, 
at any rate in the case of Cinder Farm, Chailey, ‘‘Sinder’’ was 
the form which was in common use in documents down to 
comparatively recent times. Moveover, the name Cinder is a 
common one in Sussex, and is usually regarded, no doubt 
correctly, as evidence of the existenceofironworks. According 
to Lower, S.A.C. Vol. ii, p.171 n, ‘“‘The scoriae of the disused 
furnaces are called cinders, and are much employed for the 
repair of turnpike and other roads. That they have long borne 
this somewhat improper name appears not only from 
documents of ancient date, but from the designations of many 
localities in the iron district, as Cinderford, Cinderhill, Cinders- 
gill, &c.” 

Lower makes no mention of any alternative spelling 
‘ sinder,”’ but according to the New English Dictionary this 
is the more correct form. Cinder is there stated to be ‘‘ an 
erroneous spelling of sinder (OE sinder or synder), scoria, 
slag of metal, corresponding to OHG sintar, MHG and modern 
German sinter.’’ The word, it is added, has no etymological 
connexion with the French cendre or Latin cinerem (ashes), 
although the notion that it has has both given rise to the 
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current spelling and influenced the later sense. The first 
meaning given for the word is ‘“‘ The refuse or dross thrown off 
from iron and other metals in the furnace ; scoria, slag.”’ 

It would appear therefore that there is nothing whatever 
‘“‘ improper,’ as Lower suggests, in the modern name Cinder 
as applied to slag heaps in the neighbourhood of Sussex iron 
furnaces, except its spelling, which would more correctly be 
“ Sinder.”’ 

The name also occurs at Mayfield, Horsted Keynes, 
Slaugham, Ticehurst, at Penshurst in Kent, and probably 
elsewhere. It would be interesting to know if the spelling 
Sinder is found in any of these cases as it certainly is at 
Chailey. 

F. BENTHAM STEVENS. 


AN 18th CENTURY BRICKMAKER.—Green’s Farm, 
Isfield, a pleasant brick building standing by the main road, 
half way between Lewes and Uckfield has recently been opened 
for the provision of teas to motorists and other travellers. 
In its north gable is a brick panel, evidently inscribed before 
the clay was burnt. It reads :— 





IOHN 
MARY ALC 
HORN BR 
ICK MAC 
KER 1744 











In Sussex Marriage Licences (S.R.S. Vol. vi. p.330) under date 
Oct. 2, 1724 is recorded the marriage of John Alchorne of 
Isfield, brickmaker, and Mary Davis of same, spinster. The 
brickyard is known to have adjoined the house. The building 
is worth inspecting on account of a very simple but effective 
staircase, which is unrestored. The chimney beam in the 
south room has the letters I.A. cut upon it. 

In the garden is a pedestal sundial, supported on a stone 
baluster. The metal dial is dated 1632 and is engraved: 
‘““Tyme’s on y* winge, Death’s aproachinge, y® houre’s 
uncertaine. J»° Clowes Chester fecit.’’ It has been in the 
garden for a considerable period of time. 
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MEDIZ.VAL POTTERY ON STANE STREET.—While 
investigating the course of Stane Street N.E. of Grevatts Wood 
(Bignor Park) in May last, we found on the surface of the road 
several pieces of medieval pottery of brown sandy mixture, 
including part of the handle of a large jug (?) ; pieces of yellow 
ware with the green glaze ; charcoal, calcined flints, and burnt 
earth. Evidently the flint surface of the Roman Road had 
been used by the medizval potters as a convenient floor and 
the flints themselves had probably been used in the manufacture 
of the ware. S. E. WINBOLT. 

Cc. R. WARD. 


THE LATE J. H. ROUND, LL.D.—By the death of John 
Horace Round, on 24th June, the Sussex Archeological Society 
has lost its most famous and most brilliant scholar. For most 
of his life he lived in Brighton, where he was born in 1854 ; 
and for many years he had been confined to his room, and often 
to his bed, by disease, which racked his body with pain but left 
his mental energy unimpaired, so that the present writer has 
known him discuss an abstruse archzological problem, 
breaking off from time to time to scream with pain, but never 
losing a thread of his argument. His work revolutionized the 
study of Domesday Book and of the early feudal history of 
England, riddled the snobbery of false pedigrees with ridicule, 
and lashed the blunders of lawyers and historians without the 
least regard for their great reputations. For him research 
was a religion and accuracy an implacable deity to whom he 
sacrificed remorselessly all careless and inaccurate writers 
that crossed his path. No man ever suffered fools less gladly. 
But he was generous of his learning to students, and punctilious 
in acknowledging help received from others. Locally his 
interests were divided between Essex and Sussex, and he did 
not join the Sussex Society until he was elected an Honorary 
Member in 1896. Since that date he had contributed to the 
Collections nine articles and a few short notes dealing, for the 
most part, with the early feudal history of the county. Healso 
took a great interest in the foundation of the Sussex Record 
Society and, later, in the work of the English Place-Name 
Society in connection with the county. Of his prodigious 
activity Sussex received a comparatively small share, but she 
may be proud to have been the birth place and home of this 
great and formidable scholar. 

L.F.S, 
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DISLOYAL WORDS AT PULBO ROUGH .—Letters and Papers 
Henry VIII. Cal. xiii. 1538, 1 March. 


1. Confession of Nicholas Apseley. 27 Febr. 29 Hen. VIII, 
As he was ferreting in his ground certain collectors of the 
15th for the King demanded the said money of him, and 
he paid it without delay. But they then demanded 
“horn money.” On going home he found one Richard 
Cokk al’s Hayne and a tenant of Cokk’s to whom he told 
all this. Cokk said they paid no 15‘ as yet in Sussex. 
Apseley said “‘ Thus all we have is the King’s and at his 
pleasure.”’ Cokk said “Be my trewth ye say like a true 
and faithful subject to your prince.” 


2. Earl of Southampton to Cromwell. Same date. 
Richard Cokks al’s Hayne, head constable of one of the 
hundreds of Sussex, said people paid the 15 willingly, 
but feared the ‘“‘horn money”’ to come, of which he had 
heard from Nicholas Hapseley of Pulborough, gentleman. 
Sent for Cokkes and Hapseley, who said Ralph Adyshede 
and Edward Umfray al’s Attote of Pulborough, collectors 
of the 15‘, said it was a saying in Kent. The sowing of 
such tales was the cause of the last insurrection. Both 
Cokkes and Hapsley are as sorry as can be, and the writer 
sorrows for them ; they are reported very honest men. 


3. Earl of Southampton to Cromwell. 7 March, 1538. 
Upon receipt of your letter I sent for Ralph Adyshede and 
Edward Atote of Pulborough, collectors of the 15” in co. 
Sussex and examined them. Cokkes al’s Hayne, who 
first revealed the matter to Mr. Studolfe I have allowed 
to go home. These poor folks be marvellous repentant. 
I trust the handling of these men will be warning for 
Sussex, Surrey and Hants. 


4. Examination of Richard Socks of Ockley, co. Surrey, 
yoeman. 
The said Richard, 23 Feb. 29 Hen. VIII, examined before 
me, the Earl of Southampton, says that about a month 
past at that Manor or place! of Nicholas Apseley in 
Pulborough Sussex the said Nicholas said he heard say 
they should pay ‘“‘ horn money ”’ of every beast that bare 
horn, and his wife answered laughing that he need little 
care, for he had not many beast. 
C. R. HAINES. 
(1) Now called Old Place. 
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EARLY SUSSEX PHOTOG RAPHS.—Among the recent gifts 
to the library of the Sussex Archzological Society at Barbican 
House is a series of seventeen prints from photographs of 
Sussex buildings, etc., taken in 1856 by a certain John Cave. 
The Society is indebted to our member, Mr. Edward Yates, 
for this very interesting addition to its records. Mr. Yates 
obtained access through a private source to the negatives, which 
are on oiled paper in surprisingly good preservation, and 
realising their value he obtained permission for the prints to 
be made. The subjects have not yet all been identified, but 
they include the following :—Archbishop’s Palace, Mayfield 
(2 views); Bayham Abbey; Lewes Priory (undercroft) ; 
Isfield Church ; Winchelsea (Gate) ; Sackville College, East 
Grinstead. 

By far the most interesting are the two views of the Great 
Hall of Mayfield Palace before its restoration. We do not 
know of any other photographic views, although there are a 
number of drawings, and it is something of a surprise to be able 
to see, through the medium of these photographs, the actual 
condition of that splendid hall, which is famous for the great 
arched stone principals to its timber roof. One of these views 
forms the frontispiece to this issue. 


ST. JAMES’ CROSS, CHICHESTER. Calendar Patent 
Rolls, 10 May, 1547.—Anthony Drewatt, of Petworth, wever, 
and John Lane of Fysheborne, Sussex, myller are indicted of 
having 3 March 1 Edward VI about 11 p.m., forcibly in search 
of treasure dug up and overthrown a Stone Cross to the honour 
of our Lord Jesus Christ and in the likeness of the Holy Cross in 
the public highway at Seynt James next Chichester called St. 
Jamys Cross. 

Pardon to the said parties for the said felony without fine 
or fee. 

C. R. HAINES. 


WILLIAM THE CONQUEROR’S MOTHER.—The erection 
of a tablet commemorating the mother of William the 
Conqueror in the ruins of the Abbey of Grestain, Normandy, 
which, as reported in ‘‘ The Times’ was unveiled on July 
31st, has a three-fold interest for Sussex. For Arlette was 
not only the Mother of the Conqueror, but, by her subsequent 
marriage with Herluin de Conteville, was also mother of Robert 
Count of Mortain, who became Lord of the Rape of Pevensey. 
Moreover, Robert’s gifts to Grestain Abbey, of his father’s 
foundation, of Manors and lands in Sussex and elsewhere, led 
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to the establishment of Wilmington Priory. The story of the 
Abbey of Grestain and Wilmington Priory appears in Vol. 
Ixix of S.A.C. which will probably be in the hands of the 
members of the Society by the time this Magazine is issued. 


SUSSEX ARCHAOLOGICAL SOCIETY.—The Society has 
suffered an irreparable loss in the death of Mr. C. Hugh 
Chalmers of Horsted Keynes, who for six years held the office 
of Hon. General Secretary of the Society and Curator of the 
Museum. His geniality and kindly disposition were apparent 
to all who came into contact with him, but only those in close 
touch with the work of the Society can have any idea of the 
amount of time and energy given by him to it, not merely 
ungrudgingly, but with enthusiasm. 

Some division of the work being inevitable the Council has 
appointed Miss M. H. Cooper of Cuckfield to be Hon. General 
Secretary, the appointment of an Hon. Curator being deferred. 
Miss Cooper, who has been a member of the Council of the 
Society for some years, is a daughter of tie late Canon J. H. 
Cooper, formerly Vicar of Cuckfield, and, from 1903 to his 
death in 1909, Chairman of the Council of the Society. 

The Summer Meeting of the Society will be held on 
Wednesday and Thursday, September 12th and 13th, in the 
neighbourhood of Brighton and Hove, the extended boundaries 
of which now include several ancient churches and other 
places of antiquarian interest. Mr. Charles Thomas-Stanford 
(Chairman of the Council) and Mrs. Thomas-Stanford have 
invited the Society to visit Preston Manor, where members 
and their friends will be entertained to tea. 





QUERIES. 


DAME JOHANE ALFREY.—Dame Johane Alfrey, Widow, 
of Lancing, in her Will dated 1 Dec., 1525, gave instructions 
that ‘‘ my body be buried in the quere of the psh Churche of 
St Helyn, . . . and for the same cause spCally I will that said 
Tumbe be newe made by myn executours assone as they may 
conveniently after my decease yf I cause not the same to be 
newe made in my lyfe. And for that the Lady Prioresse and 
Nunnes of St Helyns and Maister Larke the Warde of the house 
of St Helyns have granted to me and myn exors license to cause 
the sd Tumbe to be newe made in sd place ’’ etc. She goes on 
to leave {10 to the Lady Prioresse and Nunnes to pray for her 
soul, and xx® to the parish Churches of Lancing, Poynings and 
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every other parish church in Sussex where she has lands and 
tenements, etc.. I should be glad of information as to her 
place of burial. 

Cc. S. WALPOLE. 


Reply :—Johane Alfrey lies buried in the Church of St. 
Helen, Bishopsgate, in the Nuns’ quire which adjoins the 
parochial church. Her tomb is of great interest as it 
combines a monument, squint (to the sacristy) and Easter 
Sepulchre. It is fully illustrated on Plates 61 and 68 in the 
Church of St. Helen, Bishopsgate (Survey of London, 
Vol. ix), and a description and extract from her will, with a 
note on the heraldry, is to found on page 55. An external 
view of the squint of 6 lights that formed part of this 
ingenious monument was taken recently when St. Helen’s 
Place was re-built, and appeared in the Architects’ Journal, 
3 May, 1922. 

W.H.G. 


THE BISHOPS’ PARK, SELSEY.—In Dixon & Jones, 
Geology of Sussex (Edition of 1878, p.70), it is asserted that 
“the Bishops’ Park of Selsey extended as far as Ferring.” I 
should be glad to hear of anything which might be understood 
to support this categorical statement, which is made without 
evidence or reference. It seems impossible that the Park, if 
it ever reached so far, can have included any still existing portion 
of the mainland east of Bognor, and if Dixon & Jones are right 
there must therefore have occurred in this direction an amount 
of erosion or of subsidence vastly larger than is usually 
recognised. 

A. HADRIAN ALLCROFT. 


GORING MANOR COURT ROLLS.—I wonder if any reader 
can enlighten me as to the whereabouts of the Court Rolls of 
the Manor of Goring. I am most anxious to find them in 
order to trace any mention in them of Parham, as no doubt at 
one time there was land held in Parham ofthat manor. Amongst 
other references it is stated in the Inq. Post Mortem of the 
widow of Edward St. John taken in 1386, that she held in the 
vill of Parham “ 4 acres of arable land,’’ etc., all of which were 
‘‘a parcel of the manor of Goring.’ Prior to her marriage to 
Edward St. John, she had been the wife of Henry Tregoz of 
Goring. 

J. W. FITZWILLIAM. 
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HUMBERTUS, PRIOR OF LEWES.—Among the extracts 
from Lewes Charters, printed in S.A.C. Vol. xxxv, is one 
quoted on p.116 (fo. 12. No. 2) in which Humbertus Prior of 
Lewes makes a grant of a certain messuage to Wm. de Kent, 
Sculptor. No date is given. The name Humbertus does not 
appear in the list of priors of Lewes given in Dugdale nor in 
that given in S.A.C. iii. 194-204. Is Humbertus known as a 
prior from any other source, or may he have been a 
“temporary ”’ prior ? 

W. CLARKSON WALLIS. 


The Victoria County History of Sussex, Vol ii, gives, under the list 
of Lewes Priors :—Humbert, occurs 1202-7,’’ and cites as authorities 
“ Feet of Fines, Sussex Record Society, Vol.ii, No. 60 (given in error 
as Hubert) ; Cott. MS. Vesp. F.xv fol. 284.’ The regnal year of the 
Fine quoted is 4. John. 


W.H.G. 


THE WRECK OF THE “COONATTO.’’—I have a copy of 
a photograph of the wreck of the barque ‘‘ Coonatto”’ at 
Crowlink on February 21st, 1876. Can any reader of S.N.Q. 
supply me with particulars of the wreck ? 


ARTHUR BECKETT. 


MR. E. AVENEL, 1872.—The Hon. Mrs. Arthur Pelham 
writes : In volume xxiv (1872) of the Sussex Archeological 
Collections, p.183, the late Mr. M. A. Lower refers to certain 
information afforded him in an article on the Norman origin 
of the Family of Pelham, by a Mr. E. Avenel, who had made 
such subjects his special study. I am anxious to consult the 
original evidence on which Mr. Avenel based his statement, 
but I cannot trace any person of the name E. Avenel, and no 
correspondence with any Mr. Avenel can be found among the 
MSS. of Mr. Lower at Lewes. Can any reader kindly give 
information ? 





REPLIES. 


THE HIGH STREAM AT ARUNDEL. (II. 62).—In reply 
to Mr. Ticehurst’s query, Mr. J. Fowler of Arundel, informs us 
that there is in the British Museum a manuscript copy, made 
in 1777, of this book, beginning with the Bailieship of Lawrence 
Eliot, Esq., A.D. 1713. ‘The first part deals with the river 
itself and its tributaries, the second, with the fish, and the 
third part, with the duties and fees, etc., of the Water Bailiff— 
especially in connection with ‘‘Swanupping.” As to the 
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whereabouts of the original, the Duke of Norfolk’s Librarian 
states that it is not known to be at Arundel, or at Norfolk 
House. 

It is good news that the book is to be printed from Mr. 
Fowler’s transcript of the British Museum copy by the Little- 
hampton Nature and Archeology Circle. Further informa- 


tion will be given later for the benefit of anyone desiring to 
obtain a copy. 


AREA OF BROKEN AND BURNT FLINTS.—Mr. Winbolt 
asked in the last number of the Sussex Notes and Queries 
for suggestions as to the origin of the “‘ broken and burnt 
flints ’’ which he had examined in a copse at Walberton. 
I have visited the site, and carefully examined the flints in 
question, and am sure they have nothing to do with either 
glass-, pottery- or glaze-making. Two things are clear—that 
the flints have been burnt ; and that they belong to the same 
geological deposit as the countless unburnt flints that cover 
the surrounding ground. ‘This deposit is technically known 
as Coombe Rock, and, as is usual, these particular flints are 
small and fragmentary, because at some distance from the 
foot of the Downs, from whence they originally came. It is 
my opinion that the particular part of the wood where 
the burnt flints occur has at some time formed a charcoal- 
burner’s floor, or floors, and that where his fires stood there 
the flints were calcined. If I find any charcoal I will let Mr. 
Winbolt know, but the wood is so saturated with damp, and 
so deeply covered with leaf-mould, that I doubt whether 
charcoal would survive in such surroundings. 

J. FOWLER. 


ABRAHAM WESTON, CLOCKMAKER.—In reply to Mr. 
Frederick Harrison’s query (II. 64), the following is in ‘‘ Old 
Clocks and their Makers,” by F. J. Britten, 4th Edition, p.577 : 
Weston, Abram, Lewes, long case clocks, Mr. J. Terry, about 
1690. 


JAMES S. NORTH. 





NEW PUBLICATIONS 


Alfriston and its Star Inn, by Miller Christy (Trust Houses, 


Ltd.) 1928, 2opp. Coloured frontispiece and 19 photographic 
illustrations. 


It is too rarely our fortune to have occasion to congratulate 
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commerce upon its appreciation of the arts, nor are many 
institutions with avowedly lofty aims careful of such ancient 
monuments as are found in their care. It is all the pleasanter 
to record that Trust Houses, Ltd., which was formed to rescue 
the village and town hostelry from the degradation which 
threatened them, has not only performed its primary duty, 
but is taking pains to preserve—and also to make known—the 
beauties of its ancient inns. The account, before us, of the 
Star Inn at Alfriston is one of a series of booklets which the late 
Mr. Miller Christy was preparing for Messrs. Trust Houses at 
the time of his death, and the pleasantness and effectiveness of 
its pages are a measure of the loss which will be felt now that his 
active interest and enthusiasm have left us. But we hope his 
work will be carried on by others in the same spirit and with 
the same educative aim and purpose. 

Alfriston is rich in having three ancient inns, and of these the 
Star is easily the most interesting by reason of its fine 15th 
century timber front, and the vigorous carvings with which it 
is adorned. For the first time we have in this pamphlet 
beautiful and clear illustrations of these designs, and they are 
well worthy of study. It is, of course, a temptation to read 
into them more than they signify, and the fact that their 
subjects, especially the monogram IHS and the figure of the 
bishop with a hare at his feet, are obviously drawn from 
ecclesiastical sources, suggests perhaps inevitably a connection 
with the church. That such a connection is extremely 
improbable, however, will be evident even to those who do not 
subscribe to Dr. Coulton’s extreme views on the complete 
independence of medizeval art from church influences. 

We have no early records of this interesting house. Its 
entrance door opens on to a beautiful room (now divided into 
two parts, but, we may hope, one day to be re-united), with 
moulded beams of great size, hollow-chamfered joists and a 
stone fireplace of which the cornice is held by angel-corbels. 
A perfect example, this, of our domestic architecture at the 
close of the 15th century, and evidently a little chef-d’ceuvre 
of some resident or travelling carpenter. I am inclined to 
think he was the latter, one from Lewes or Chichester, who had 
perhaps finished a fine piece of screen or stall-work and 
sojourned in Alfriston for this chance job or for recruitment 
of health. The choice of subjects for his carving troubled 
him little; he was concerned solely with their effect, and we 
have here no doubt a mingling of his imagination and his 
memory of past work, with no evidence of any serious desire to 
select anything strictly @ propos. Nevertheless, the carvings 
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have some meaning, they are part of the body of medizval 
emblematic lore and they are proper subjects for our study and 
speculation. The little figure of the bold assailant attacking 
an amphisbema, the serpent or dragon with a head onits tail, 
(which we are permitted to reproduce here) whether it be St. 
Michael or Guy of Warwick or any other doughty champion, 
is a spirited bit of carving. 

A parallel to the Alfriston craftsman is to be found at Long 
Melford, where the artist who carved the fine Lady Chapel, in 
the Church, evidently turned his hand to the Bull Inn, another 
Trust House and another subject of Mr. Christy’s pen. These 
houses are now in good hands, but they call for further record 
with careful architectural drawings. The photographic views 
are a good beginning and congratulations are due to the 
enlightened owners. May we suggest that they should find 
a way to restore the original arrangement of the ground floor, 
and also free the front of the building of its unsightly advertise- 
ment board. Such good wine needs no bush! 

W.H.G. 


We should like to congratulate Mr. E. F. Harvey on the 
excellent measured drawings of the staircase at Newcastle 
House, Lewes, which appeared in The Architectural Review 
of May last. The staircase is a beautiful and unusual example 
of its date (1717) and has newels formed of a double spiral. 
The drawings include plans, sections and details, and with a 
photograph by Mr. E. J. Bedford, form a valuable record of 
this fine piece of local craftsmanship. 


The Book of John Rowe, Steward of the Manors of Lord 
Bergavenny, 1597-1622, edited by Walter H. Godfrey, F.S.A., 
for the Sussex Record Society, has now been issued to members 
of that Society. We hope to give some comments on the book 
by Miss A. E. Levett in our next number. 


The Private Memorandums of William Roe of Withdean, 
1775-1809, edited by Chas. Thomas-Stanford, M.A., D.L/itt., 
F.S.A., and printed for private circulation, is the careful 
record by a distinguished civil servant of events, great and 
small, affecting himself and his family. Its Sussex interest 
arises in various ways ; his wife was a daughter of Sir William 
Thomas, Bart., of Yapton and Ratton in Willingdon ; many 
visits were paid to Brighthelmstone and for a time they had a 
house, Norton, in Aldingbourne. In 1794, Mr. Roe became a 
Sussex landowner by the purchase of an estate at Withdean in 
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Patcham, and his notes concerning this property and its 
manorial associations constitute a record of real value. (See 
notice below). 


No. 172 High Street (Moat House) Lewes.—A neat 
little booklet has been printed by the National Provincial 
Bank, containing, by permission of our Society, Mr. Godfrey’s 
paper in S.A.C. lxviii, onthe history and architecture of Moat 
House, which occupied the site of their new Bank premises at 
Lewes. The Bank authorities are to be warmly complimented 
on the public spirit displayed in connection with these premises. 
The adaptation of the old building proved impracticable, but 
everything possible has been done to preserve a record of it. 
Panelling from two rooms has been refixed in two similar 
apartments in the new Bank, and all the remaining features of 
interest have been presented to the Society, along with a set 
of photographs specially taken for the purpose. 


Sussex, by S. E. Winbolt, M.A., with 64 illustrations from 
photographs by E. & W. Ward. Bell’s Pocket Guides, 6s. 
net. This is an attractive handbook, well-written and with 
delightful illustrations. An introduction deals with the county 
as a whole in various aspects, including a useful survey of its 
historical associations. The detailed descriptions of the places 
are terse, and clear directions as to routes are given. Notwith- 
standing the warning that the book does not pretend to be a 
complete guide to the county, one cannot but regret some 
of the omissions. The local pronunciation of the place-names 
is a useful feature, but in some cases there is room for 
difference of opinion. To take the example of Berwick (E. 
Sussex), Mr. Winbolt says it is not to be pronounced Berrick. 
But that is just the form (less one ‘‘r,’’ Berick) that appears 
on an estate plan dated 1647. Which is the more likely to 
give the true Sussex vernacular, the 17th century or the 20th? 


Mr. C. Thomas-Stanford (Preston Manor, Brighton), has 
some copies remaining of The Private Memorandums of 
William Roe of Withdeaninthe County of Sussex 1775-1809,” 
which he has had printed privately for distribution to the 
members of the Sussex Record Society, and of the Brighton and 
Hove Archeological Club. He will be pleased to send a copy 
(as long as the limited stock lasts) to any member of the Sussex 
Archeological Society who may wish to have it and will apply 
to him. Applications will be dealt with in the order of their 
receipt. 





